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PREFACE. 



The. writer of the following Letters is fully aware that the 
discussion of theological questions in a newspaper is an 
anomaly to be justified only by peculiar circumstances. There 
is however in this respect a wide difference between an attack 
and a defence, between voluntarily introducing such discus- 
sions, and merely taking so much part in them, when already 
introduced, as may be necessary to set those facts right which 
have been directly or indirectly mis-stated, or at least so stated, 
as to give an impression very different from the true one. 

Of course it is by no means assumed that it is always neces- 
sary to correct even mis-statements of iacta : on the contrary, 
as the truth itself is invulnerable, and the more It is opposed 
and denied, the greater and more effectual is its ultimate 
triumph, if we regarded only the interests of the truth itself, 
we might well doubt the propriety^ certainly the necessity, of 
ever undertaking to defend what-a» lit^e needs our defence* : 
but it must be remembered, that though the truth is invulner- 
able, we are not; and therefore, as. there is a time to speak, 
as well as a time to be silent, — so, while it appears mere waste of 
words (if not worse) to attempt undeceiving those who are 
iDilUngly deceived, it does seem due to those who sincerely 

' Thnae who are liappily uDscciistomed to the blinding prejudices of elec> 
tioneering tactics, and would thinfc it scarcely credible that the battle agaiiiM 
Orthodoxy ehauld have been waged, (owing to whatever motives, or through 
whatever carelesBness), with weapons so exactly similar to those commonly 
adopted by political " Reformeis", will certainly be more than a little aMonisbed 
if ever they come to know the real nature of statements which were circulated 
without contradiction during the late attack. To have attempted, however, to 
keep pace with the newspapers, or even to gain a fidr hearing in the midst of the 
then tumult, would have been something like liaToagamg the anati! — To givB 
but one instance; a person whose sayings and doings jn France were copied froin 
pa^ to paper, and employed as a weapon of service in "(he cause", has, to the 
vnter'slmowledge, nfiwr crmied tAe Chaanell This fable appears to have been 
procured from the same source with anolber since imported, viz., that ew Biihopt 
were engaged ifi gtUiag Hp deolsratitmt againit the Mucceenen ^ the Princt iff 
Walti I Let us hope m charity that the importers of both alotiei wert alika 
ignorant of the real facti of the case. 
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4 PREFACE. 

^ure the truth, and are in danger of being misled by erro- 
neous or injuriously defective representations bearing on im- 
portant questions, to put them in possession of the real facts of 
the case as regards the questions concerned. 

Of such a nature appeared to the writer of the following 
pages the very incorrect impression which certain letters on 
Confession, published in the Oxford Herald by the Rev. 
W. S. Bricknell, (one of the Oxford City Lecturers,) were 
calculated to produce, as to the teaching of the Church of 
England and her leading Divines, in the minds of persons not 
extensively read in their works, and happily inexperienced in 
theological controversy, and therefore not aware of the extreme 
caution necessary before giving weight to the quotations of 
eertun parties, and especially to the quotations of men of little 
research, who (as in the case now before us) procure them at 
second hand, and publish them without either acknowledging 
to whom they are indebted for them*, or being at the trouble 
themselves to ascertain their connection and object, and so 
being altogether m the dark as to their true import, quote 
them (as Mr. Bricknell is clearly shewn to have done) quite 
aside of, and even in direct opposition to, the real sentiments of 
their authors. All which was made so much the worse in Mr. 
Bricknell's case, by his systematic reserve, in concealing not 
merely the place whence bis ready quoted quotations were 
copied, but even the references which were there j^ven ready 
to his hand, and so voluntarily increasing to the utmost the 
difficulty of silting his assertions, and ascertaining the truth. 

Mr. Bricknell's first letter appeared in the Oxford Herald 
of Saturday Dec. IS. 1841, and was met by the first of the 
following series, in the next Herald, that of Friday Dec. S4. 
The second of this series, which was a Und of supplement to 
the first, appeared in the following number, that of Saturday 
Jan. 1. 184S, in which was contained also Mr. Bricknell's 
reply to the first. 

• It U of Mone quite allowsbte to qnota ix iccond-huid without yioM^ag, 
if ft dne Mkuowledgement b mada of tlis cliuiiial tluough which % qootatiDn 
hu been MoetTcd. Etoi thii, howtrn', nquint no mull eaolioii. 
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PREFACE. 5 

In the next ntimber, that of Saturday Jan. 8, appeared in 
like manner AcademicuE's reply to Mr. Bricknell's, and Mr. 
Bricknell's reply to Academicus'a second letters. The Saturday 
afler, (Jan. 15,) there was, for the third time, a similar exchange 
of letters. 

The following number (that of Saturday Jan. 2S) announced 
as "unavoidably postponed," an answer from Academicus 
alone; Mr. Bricknell having been sufficiently employed, as 
one may conjecture, for that week, in putting together an 
epistle of very nearly two columns in length, which appeared 
in the same Herald, addressed, with a well-proportioned dtle, 

"To the Rev. James Ingram, D.D., President of Trinity 
College; William Cripps, Esq., M.P.; and the Members of 
the Oxford and London Committees for promoting the Election 
of the Rev. Isaac Williams to the Professorship of Poetry in 
the University of Oxford." 

Mr. Bricknell being engaged in this happy diversion, the 
battle now subsided into single instead of double firing, and 
that too, thanks to the pressure from without upon the printers, 
(which made it difficult or impossible to insert communicationi 
of any length which arrived late in the week,) as well as to the 
other engagements of Academicus, — at a rather slower rate. 
Academicus's fifth answer duly appeared the following Satur- 
day, Jan. 29 : another letter from Mr. Bricknell was announced 
a week, and appeared a fortnight later, (Feb. 12.) The answer 
of Academicus to this last was delayed by both the above-men- 
tioned causes ; — the following notices being inserted: 

Sat. Feb. 26. — " Aoademioua' reqnesU u* to saj ibfX he has be«n 
pTerented by other engagements, both last WMk uid tbia, from noticing 
Hr. Bhckiell's last letter. 

Sat. Mar. fl. — " Academicus" too late for this week. 

Acadenucus took advantage of this last delay to make some 
corrections and additions, " with the view espedally of finishing 
the subject at once." (P.S. to the 6th letter). The detention, 
however, of the letter for this purpose was in part the cause of 
its being a^n postponed with the following notice: 

Sat. Mar. 13. — " Aoademicus" unavoidabljr delayed ajiother week. 
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6 PREFACE. 

At length on Saturday March 26 (Easter-Ere), the last of the 
Six Letters appeared, with the following note appended by 
the Editor: 

[We heartily liope that thU conlroTenif will, so &i aa we are coDcerned, 
ieie tenninale. A newspaper is no propei vehicle for theological diBCtMsion, 
but as we had originallj inserted Mr. Bricknell's ohaerratioiiB, we ftdt that 
we could not in propriety refuse the rqoiuder of Academicua. We now 
close our columns. — Ed, 0. H,] 

The following letter in allusion to the controversy appeared 
the Saturday after. It is here reprinted for the purpose of 
observing at the outset, what is strongly stated in the -sixth 
letter itself, that it would have been inconsistent with Acade- 
micus's plan to have entered on the directly Scriptural part of 
the subject. 

AURICULAB CONFESSION. 
To the Editor of the Oxford Univenity Herald. 
Sib, — I have been mnch pleased with the letter written by " Academicus," 
and pubUshed in your valuable Paper of this day, respecting maicidar cim- 
femm, and in which I agree to the fullest extent, as not only being sanc- 
tioned by the ancient Fathers, but also by the " Common Prayer" of the 
Established Church. I oould have wished, howevn, that " Academicus" 
had (in addition to the evidence he has produced) quoted more passages 
Cram the New Testament, which abounds with them, and a reference to 
Cruden's Concordance will enajile him to find them with facility. In 
requesting your insertion of this note, I respectfully wish it to be understood 
that I shall not join in any discussion upon this important part of Christian 
duty. The previous correspondence between "Academicus" and Mr. 
Biicknell I have not seen. 

I remain, Sir, your obedient servant, 

H. W. DEWHUBST, F.E.S.L. 
Surgeon, Professor of Astronomy, Zoology, &c. &c. 
Lambetli, March 26. 1843. 

Academicus entirely agrees with Mr. Dewhurst as to the 
clearness of Scripture teaching on the subject: this branch, 
bowerer, of the controversy appeared too purely theological for 
A newspaper : it was also the less necessary on his part, — 
Jirst, because it is partly included In some of the quotations 
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PREFACE. 7 

adduced in the first and sixth letters ; 2. because the 
fact* are in every one's reach ; and 3. because of the 
very clearness to which Mr. Dewhurst alludes, which in- 
deed is such that a thoughtful and teachable person, not 
already under the influence of any strong antj-Cathotic bias, 
can hardly fail to recognise it. Accordingly it will be found 
that persons, not merely of what are commonly called " High 
Church", but also of the so-called " Evangelical" views, though 
differing so much on other points, have candidly and with excel- 
lent example acquiesced in this. The first of Suum Cuique'M 
four letters, — which (as well as that of A Constant Reader) it 
has been thought desirable, on account of their close connection 
with the subject of Academicus's letters, and especially with 
Mr. Bricknell's share in the controversy, to annex to the 
Preface, — furnishes instances (which there is good reason 
to believe are fiir from being singular) vrith respect to English 
Evangelical Clergymen : of the opinions of our own and other 
leading Reformers, and of some of the foreign Protestant 
bodies, a specimen will be found in the Postscript, — further 
particulars in Mr. Wordsworth's very valuable Appendix to 
his iate Sermon on Evangelical Repentance. 

It has been the endeavour of the writer, consideiing the 
unsuitableness for direct theology of the channel chosen by 
Mr. Bricknelt, to confine himself, as &r as might be, to matter 
of &ct. To abstiun entirely from any remarks of a theologibal 
or practical nature, if indeed it would have been right to 
attempt it, was what the nature of the subject seemed hardly 
to admit Should the publication of these letters be found to 
have contributed, in ever so small a degree, to guard against 
error or confirm in the truth, or, above all, by reminding of 
such truth, to stimulate to a deeper and more practical peni- 
tence, any such persons as fi^m education or circumstances may 
be less guarded and provided for themselves, the writer will 
feel no cause to regret an irksome undertaking, to which not 
merely the laborious and unpleasant nature of the work itself, 
but also the great pressure of other occupations has made him 
peculiarly averse. 

Oifard, JuKt 3. 1842. 
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SUUM CUIQUE AND A CONSTANT READER. 

The letters of Suum Cuique appeared. Sat. Dec. II. 1841, 
Friday Dec. 24. 1841, Sat. Jan. 8. 1842, and Sat Jan. S2. 
1842, respectively. The first was noticed by Mr. Bricknell, in 
the JirBt of those attacks in answer to which Academicus's letters 
were written ; the second and third, in the second and fourth 
of that same course. — That of" A Constant Reader" appeared 
in the Herald of Saturday Dec. 18. 1842. 

LETTERS OF SUUM CUIQUE. 
LETTER I. 
To the Editor of the O^rford Univerritjr Herald. 
Sia, — A good deel has been said latelj' about Confession, and the 
honour of following out in this particular the primitive and Scriptural 
principles of our Frayer-Book assumed most tmfiiiriy to belong ex* 
duuvely to 'the Oxford School'. Allow me, howerer, to assure you 
that this is in reality any thing but trae, I myself having been 
informed, not many months since, from independent sources, of two 
different ' Evangelical' Clergymen who, to my infamumts' knowledge, 
were in the habit several years since of recommending and receiving 
auricular confesaons and enjoining penance, both informants further 
testifying to the good effects they knew to have resulted from the 
practice. Th^ yon may be the better able to ja<^ ot the authority 
on which the above statement is made, I annex (for your own private 
iofbrmation), together with my own name, the names of my infor- 
mants : and am. Sir, yours truly. 

SUUM CinQUE. 
O^d, Dte. 6. 1641. 
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LETTER II. 

' 7b the E^or of the Oxford Univeraiti/ Herald. 

Si», — I perceive by your last number, that a Mr. W. S. Brick- 
nell has made a " call " upon me to fnvoui him with the names of 
the two Evangelical Clergymen whom I mentioned in my hwt. I beg 
to inform Mr. W. S. Bricknell that he is greatly mistaken if he ex- 
pects hia " call " to be anewered by, yours truly, 

SUUM CUIQUE. 
Orfard, Dec 20. 18tl. 

P. S. No less mistaken was this game Mr. Bricknell in his rather 
clever idea of substituting for Simm Cuigve, T\t Quoque, As for 
hia giving M» own paraphrase in such a way that it has been mis- 
taken for on actractfrom my letter, it would be uncharitable to call 
that clever. 

LETTER III. 
To the E^or of the Oxford Univeraify Herald. 
Sir, — I am suipriaed to find that Mr. BrickneU thinks it " dis- 
ingenuous " to state facts in fevour of Confession. If he wishes 
to take advantage of my being anonymous, and insinuate that what I 
have stated is or may be mttnte, I beg to remind him that though 
anonymous to Atm, aeither I nor my informants are anonymous to 
you I reqnestiiig yourself at the same time, if you think us at all un- 
wcKthy of credit, to say so i if not, I venture to hope that Mr. 
Brickndl (however unpalatable he may find the facts in question) will 
endeavour for the future to treat even anonymous opponents in a 
more Christian ^irit. 

I am. Sir, yours truly, SUUM CUIQUE. 

/a. a 1843. 

LETTER IV. 

7b the Editor of the Oxford Vmvertity Herald. 

SiK, — I have to acknowledge Mr. BrickneU's explanation. What 

remains is mere fancy, founded oa air ; and in this region I beg 

to leave Mr. Bricknell, together with his friends*, quite at hberty; 

remaining myself, in this as in all other respects, yours truly, 

SUUM CUIQUE. 

Jm. 18. 18*1 

[• I. e. those who ptcTeat him Irom bemg ' lingulu m Mb opiiiicin' ■ loo his 
fburth lettei.] 
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LETTER OP A CONSTANT READER. 

7b the Edkor of the Oxford Umtverrilr Herald. 
Sib, — It is instmctive to observe the extreme pmctical ignoTance 
of some of those who pretend to " lead '■' public opinion. The Stan- 
dard ot Thursday last reprints from the Mominy Heraid an article 
in which a Bishop of the Church of England is actually called upon 
(hy the Editor forsooth) to suspend all such of his Clergy as may 
be found guilty of the grave charge of rtcommendtng private confes- 
sion according to tie Charch Prayer-Booh ! J .' Surely Mr. Editor, 
we sha]] at length open our eyes to the necessity of a more active 
and general support of the Society for the Diffusion of Useful Know- 
ledge. — I am, Sir; your obedient servant, 

A CONSTANT HEADER. 

O:rfora, Dec. 10. IStl. 
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LETTERS OF ACADEMICUS 



PRIVATE CONFESSION TO A PRIEST. 
LETTER I. 
7b the Editor of the Oxford tjMWrtUy Herald. 
Sir, — Aa your correspondent, Mr. Bricknell, has given from 
Burnet vhat he conceivea to be the duadvantagea of the practice of 
Auricular Confession, I take the liberty of introducing to hiB notice 
the following passages in favour of it, derived from authorities of 
considerably more weight in the Church than Bishop Bumet. Aa 
for his q^aotationa fi:om Hooker, Hooker's own practice (see Walton's 
lives, published by the Christian Knowledge Society.) is decisive 
evidence that he was opposed to nothing but the m Hiring it ctm^iti- 
aory, or urging it as necaaan/, neither of vrhich has been heard of 
amongst us : for as for Mr. Powell's expression of ' enforcing', if he 
meant any thing definite by it, it is well known that he was undtf 
a total mistake. This enforcing, or. at most, objections in particular 
cases, ia all that is really meant by those Divines of any note who 
have seemed to oppose it, as indeed one of Mr. Bricknell's own au- 
thorities, even Bishop Jewell [as quoted by himself], clearly shew»: 
"Aa for private confession", says that " irrevereia Diaaenter".* 
" abvaea and errors set apart, ws do not gondxhn it, but leave it at 
liberty''." 

Even Bumet himself may perhaps mean no more ; but be that as 
it may, it is very certain that far greater and better authorities than 
Bumet have advocated the practice, as the following extracts affiind 
satisfactory pHxtf. 

I begin with giving entire, as I find it, the fourth part of the 
Appendix (p. 44, &c.) of a recent and very valuable Tract, entitled, 
"The Doctrine of the Catholic Church in England on the Holy 
Eucharist illuetrated by extracts from her great Divines, with an 
Appendix on various other points of futh and practice. Oxford. 
Parker, 1841." 

' '"As for private confeaaon," (says that "irreveretii DisMnter", Bishop 
Jewell.) " abawi mid emrt ut apart, we do not condemn it, but leaTe it st 
liberty." -—Mr. BHckneiri Firtt Letter. 

■> So alia Hooker, even wliile in Mr. Bricknell'g handi :— "the Fathen did 

not gatber by our Saviour' B words vayiuch Ttecesiily" &c Ibereby marViiig clearly 
what it waa to whicb ha was opposed. — It muat bave been owing to tbe great baste 
with which Mr. Biicluiell'a leltenwere evidently composed, tbal both thia and the 
puiage bom Jewell, which it is impossible could olbecwise be of service to hia 
«iiue than a* an inainiuitioTi, auch as that about fasting in his third letter, should 
have found insertion in them. It is, however, only by confounding voluntary 
with compulsory confesaiou, that he is able to make out even the shadow of a case. 



12 FIRST LBITER OF ACADEMICUS 

"Appendix iv. Pbivatb CoNFauioH amp Abiolvtion — BUIUp 
Overall. — ' Let him come to me.] ConfeMion of Bins most necessarily 
be m&de to them to whom the dispensation of the mysteries of God 
is committed. For so they which m former times repented among 
the saints ore read to have done. It is written in the Gospel, that 
they confessed their sins to John the Baptist. ' In the Acts they all 
confessed their sins onto the Apostles of whom they were baptized.' — 
Notes on tie Common Prayer. 

" Bi»h»p Montague. — ' Doth he (the Minister) especially exhort 
them (his parishioners) to make confesuon of their sins to himself, 
or some other learned, grave, and discreet Minister, especially in. 
Lent, against that holy time of Easter ; that they may receive com- 
fort and absolution, so as to become worthy recmers of such 
sacred mysteries }' Articles of Inquiry, tit. vii. 4. 

"Bishop White. — 'Protestants, in their doctrine, acknowledge that 
private confession of sins, made by penitent people to the Pastors of 
their sonls, and particular absolution, or special application of the 
promises of the Gospel to such as are penitent, are profitable helps of 
virtue, godliness, and spiritual comfort.' — Conference with Fisher, 
p. 186. 

" Bishop Taylor. — ' We may very much be helped if we take in 
the assistance of a spiritual guide : therefore the Church of God in 
all ages hath commended, and in most ages enjoined, that we confess 
our sins, and discover the state and condition of our sauls, to such a 
peraon whom we or our superiors judge fit to help us in such need. 
For so, if we confess oux sins to another, as St. James advises, we 
shall obtain the prayers of the holy man whom God and the Church 
hath appointed solemnly to pray for us ; and when he knows our 
needs, he can beat minister comfort or reproof, oil or caustics ; he 
can more opportunely recommend your particular state to Ciod, he 
can determine your cases of conscience, and jud^ better for you than 
you do for yourself ; and the shame of opening such ulcers may re- 
strain your forwardness to contract them. . . . And it were well if 
this duty were practised, prudently and innocently, in order to public 
discipline.' — Holy Living, chap. iv. sec. 9. ' 

"Bishop Cosin. — (Points of agreement with the Church of Rome.) 
6 ' In pubhc" or private absolution of penitent sinners,' ... . 

' It msj be obferred in paanng, th&t the absolution in our dul^ morning 
and eiening service should be regarded bb an efiective declimtiDa ot pardon (in 
Bucb sense >b paidDn is given to ■ number at Dnce) to all who have made me 
preceding confession with a tree penitent heart and lively faith. If it be 
aabed why, if we are already absolved, we are inunediately eihorted W may 
fbr true repentance, it may be answered that true repentance is go for mm 
being unsuitable to one already pardoned, that it is, on the contrary, a condition 
of the validity of the pardon already bestowed ; and for this reason, as well M 



ON PRIVATE CONFESSION TO A PRIEST. 13 

11, 'In the use of indulgences, or abating the rigour of the Canons 
imposed upon offenders, according to their repentance, and their 
want of ability to undergo them.' 

" And WTieatli/ in later times ;— 

'We may still, I presume, wish very consistently with the deter- 
minaticm of our Church, that oux people would apply themselves 
oftener than they do to their spiritual physicians, even in the time of 
their health. Since it is much to he feared, they ore wounded 
oftener than they complain, and yet though aversion of discloung 
their sore, suffer it to gangrene, for want of their help who should 
work the cure. But present ease is not the only benefit the penitent 
may expect from his Confesaor's aid ; he will be better assisted in the 
regulation of his life, and when his taat conflict shall make its ap- 
proach, the holy man, being no stranger to the state of his soul, will 
be better prepared to guide and conduct it though all difficulties that 
may oppose.' — On the Common Prayer, chap. li. sec. 4. 

" [See also Hammond's Annotations on James v. 16.]" 

To which valuable collection I will add three derisive passagea ; the 
first two from the First Book of Edward VI., which the very Farlia- 
nient which (in one of the most Protestant moments of our history) 
substituted the Second for it, calls " a very ffodly order", " agreeable to 
tie Word of God and the Primitive Church, very comfortable to all good 
people, desiring to live in Christian' conversation, and most profitable to 
the estate of this realm" ; and concerning which the same authority 
adds also, that such doubts as had arisen had been occasioned " rather 
by the curiosity of the minister and mistakera, than of any other 
worthy cause". (5 and 6 Edw. VI. c. 1.) 

I. "Requiring such as shall be satisfied with a general confesuon 
not to be o&nded with them that do use, to their further satisfying, the 
auricular and secret confession to the Priest; nor those also which 
think needful or convenient, for the quietness of their own con- 
sciences, particularly to open their sins to the Priest, to be ofiended 
with them that are satisfied with their humble confession to God, and 
the general confession to the Church : but in all things to follow and 
keep the rule of charity;" &c. — Exhortation before the Communion, 
p. 278. [m Dr. Cardwell's editions.] 

Ixcsuse the g»ce given in absolution is a great help thereto, this eihortatian {■ 
introduced by the conjunction Wher^iire, The variation of /orm, it most be re- 
membeied, in the expressioaa, ' He paidoneth and abaolveth', ' Almight; Ood — 
pardon and abaolve', ' By His authority committed to me, I absolre thee &om all 
tW oris', d[>es not o/itii(f, or oi tueh, aSbct the subBtance, much less the Tslidity, 
of the absolution conveyed ; — but it must by no means be supposed that the giaca 
of a general confession and absolution of a nuoiber at once, is at all the same 
tluDg with that of Saciamental Absolution given aftec a special coufeasion of sint. 
This last absolution it is which out Homily allows to be a (Minor) Socnment, 
and of which it statea " impoilthm rf hamii" to be "Ike eUblt lign". See the 
extract giveii in Letter III. (p. 17.) 
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2. " Here ehall the Mck perwn make a BpeciaJ confeaaion, if he feel 
his conscieace troubled with any weighty matter ^. After which con- 
teemtm the Priest shall absolve him after this form ; and the same form 
ofahtobititM shall be vted im all privatk confissionb." — Viaitatioit 
o/ the Sick, p. 363. 

The third, well worthy of the moet serions connderatioa, from the 
great Archbishop Bramhall : 

" No better physic for a fall stomach than a vomit. Bodily sorea 
do sometimes compel a man to pat off natural shamebcedness, and to 
offer his less comely parts to the view d the chirurgeon. By a little 
ahame, which we suffer before our fellow- servant, we prevent that 
great confusion of &ce, which otherwise must fal] upon impenitent 
sinners at the Day of Judgment." — BrasUudt'a Works, p. 997. 

Tlie above extracts will abundantly establish the fact, that to recom- 
mend private confes^on is anything but to oppose either the letter 
or the spirit ' of the Church of England. 

I am. Sir, your obedieut servant, 

ACADEMICUS. 
I0;^rd, Dte.iZ. 1841] 

I.E1TER II. 
To the Editor of the Oxford Utmieraity Herald. 
SiB, — Your correspondent, Mr. Bnclcnell, was perhaps desirous of 
saving trouble both to himself and his readers by giving his quotationa 
viithout chapter and verse. Having, however, accidentally met with his 
standard passage from Bumet, I take the hberty of sending you the 
first half <^ the sentence preceding tie commencement of his quota- 
tion: — "In the use of Confession, when proposed as oua cBuacH 
DOBS, as matter of advice and not of obligation, we are very sensible 
many good ends may be attained ; but Sic" Bumet therefore admits. 



' In ooT present Frayer-boolc the ezpresiion is itron^ei : " Hne b1i^ (lie sick 
pemn he mmtd to make *■ special coofeBaion of his sins, if lie feel his conscience 
troubled with anj wdghty msttet." On which Bishop Spsnow (Ratimiale, p. 
366. Oxford, Parker, 1840.) maka this important remuk: "II thaild be can- 
tiiimii vMher every deadly lin be not a aeigkly matter." 

• It should be understood, tlist even Mr. Bncknell, when he feds it his du^ 
to itate fomally sgninst what it it that he is making such a, mighty outcry him- 
self, and labouring so hard in the Tain allempt to rouse the public to cry out 
with him,— even Mr. Bricknel! does not charge those who maintain Cadiollo 
T[ewB "with direct opposition to the doctrines and discipline of the Church of 
England", but " with bd attempt to revive practices which that Church, in her 
wisdom, has not thought proper to encourage"; "wilh setting up their own 
judrment agunst hers," and "pretending to have more understanding than their 
teaehen." JSee his first letter.) The groundlessness of even Ibis nunimuiB 
charge, and that the Church of England, " in her wisdom", hai " thought proper 
to encoonge" private conieiiion, the proofs adduced in these letters will be suffi- 
cient, it is hoped, to latis^ every clear and candid judge. 
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M kit erOft emtnination, that the Church of England dees reammand 
the practice : how then could Mr. Bricknell venture to call in Bnmet 
Bfl a witneis to aesiat him in fastening on such of her Ministers eajom 
in her recommendation, the charge of going against her s^rit. irtim 
even that very witness allows that they do only what " ona csdbch 
ooia"? In the rest of the paragraph Bnmet certainly objects strongly 
to its beinif made a laie, and, in pcMnting- out its dangers in the way be 
does, intends periuqis to urge great caution even in recommending it : 
more than this cannot be proved. 

And now, Sir, having found and de^tatched Mr. Bricknell's quota* 
tion from Bumet, and having in my last called attention to the lact 
that Hooker's own practice, aa recorded in Walton's Lives, proved 
that he could- not mean to oppose Confession itself, but only the en- 
fircing it, I beg, after Mr. Bricknell's own example, and with far 
more justice, to " call upon " Aim to enable hie readers to judge fiiirly 
of the context of his quotations from that venerable Divine, by giving 
ekapter ondverH; and, to use his own words, " He cannot heaitate to 
comply with my request, if there be really anything of importance in 

I remiun. Sir, your obedient Servant, 

ACADEMICOS. 

Orfard, Chriilnuu Etrt, 1S41. 

P. S. Since writing the above, I have been shewn Bishop Taylor's 
"Advice concerning Confession", in bis "Guide for the Fenitent"^ 
printedwith"TheGolden&ove",pp. 156— 158, Oxford, Parker. 1836. 
The whole five sections are well worthy of an attentive perusal. I 
said you die fint and third, which are more directly to my,paipoae. 

" Advice ameernaig Con/eaauii. I. T^iat bemdea this examination 
of yoor consinence, (which may be done in secret between God and 
your own soul,) there is great use of holy Confession j which though it 
be not generally in all cases and peremptorily commanded, as if with' 
out it no salvation conld possibly be had ; yet you are advised by the 
Qinrch under whose discipline yon live, that before yon are to 
receive the Holy Sacrament, or when you are visited with any 
dangerous ajcknesa, if yon find any one particular sn, or more, that 
lies heavy npon you, to disburden yourself of it into the bosom of 
yoor Confessor, who not only stands between God and you to pray 
for yon, but hath the power of the keys committed to him, upon 

' Since tha ibore eidkct vm nude, it htu been itated (without reference to tli« 
piCMnt cantroTersy), that this wort i« not eufficieQlly proved to be Tajlor'B. Into 
this queMiDn it ii unnecessary for me to enter ; u whether or not it is rightly tt- 
tribuled to Taylor, the creditandi.pprabati<m it baa ao long enjoyed in the Churcli 
of England may well be considered •■ giving it a greater weight than evenTay^or'a 
name could give it. 
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your true repentance to absolve you in Chmt's name from those una 
which yon have confessed to him." 

" in. That having made choice of such erConfeisor who is eveij 
way qualified that yon may tmst your soul with him, you are advised 
plainly &nd sincerely to open your heart to him; and &Kt, laying 
aside all consideration of any personal weakness in him, you are to 
look upon him only as he is a txtiBtee from Giod,~ and commissioned 
by Him as His ministerial deputy, to hear, and jodge, and absolve 
you." 

LETTER III. 
To the JSdUor of the Oxford Umventty Herald. 

SiK, — Your correspondent, Mr. BrickneU. diaif;es me with mjmk- 
aimg that Hooker preached what he did not practise. So heavy a 
charge, coining from the pen of a clergyman, ooght cotainly to 
have some foondstion : you will be surprised, therefore, when I say 
that the passage which Mr. Bricknell has so perverted ts the follow- 
ing: "As for his (Mr. Bricknell'a) quotations from Hooker, 
Hooker's own practice (see Walton's Lives, published by the 
Christian Knowledge Society,) is decisive evidence that he was 
opposed to nothing but the making it compvisory, at urging it as 
necessary, neither of which has been heard of amongst na". Surely, 
Bir, nothing can well be more clear than that my object was not to 
oppose Hooker's practice to bis preaching, and so merely neutralize 
his evidence, but to explain the latter by the former, and so claim him 
altogether as a. witness in favour of private confession. So injurious 
a perversion, advanced publicly by one who from his portion in 
society must be incapable of intentumally misrepresenting and de- 
tuning his opponent, would be altogether unaccountable, did we not 
see daily that the power of prejudice is often so great as to pervert 
not merely the mental, but even the bodily eyes. I once had occa- 
sion to notice a letter in a periodical, commenting in the severest 
language on a running title (in one of the Tracts for the Times), 
which, when I came to refer to it, was totally different both in wcmls 
and in meamng, from what the blindrng prejudice of this censor had 
led him both to read and to print! 

Should any one ask why I did not g^ the public tibe passages, at 
at least the references, fi-om Walton's Lives, espedalfy as fliis b a 
practice for which I have mysdf contended in oppontion to Mr. 
Briclmell ; it was, because the same friend who did me the fevour 
to call my attention to them, had himself written them out and sent 
tiiem to the Herald, in wluch tiiey were promised insertion, tliou^ 
they seem nnce to have bem mislaid or gveriocdced. Under tfaete 
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circumstancea, I was n&tnrally tinwilling to ^ve either your readert 
or myself the trouble -of goiii^ twice over the ataoe gronnd ; bat 
shoold the letter to wliich I olliide, and which I still hope to see 
next Saturday, have been withdrawn, or otherwise not appear, I will 
see myself that the public are put in poMesnon of the authorities on 
which my statement rests'. 

As to the passage from the Second Book of Homiltes, which, 
according to cnstom, Mr. Bricknell ha^ adduced without cht^ler 
aad verse, but which is taken from the second part of the Homily 
on Repentance, (p. 593 — 595 of the 12mo. edition of the Christiaa 
Knowled^ Society, London, 1828,) the concluding words of that 
passage itself fully confirm all that I have maintained, viz., that the 
Church of England and her leading Divines are opposed to nothing 
but this, " that any man shoulo bb bound to the numbering of his 
sins." Against voluntary confession they say nothing, but on the con- 
trary, they praise and recommend it. As for the words of St. James 
(5, 16), quoted in the above passage, it would certainly be a narrow 
view to limit that text to private confession to the Priest : the mors 
natural interpretatioa is, that private confession to the Priest is a smoff 
part only of what is there recommended. 

As however Mr. Bricknell has Am quotation from the Homilies, 
BO I have mine, — a quotation implying directly the " ordimuy 
practice" (and that as a minor "Sacrament") of that private 
confession and ahsolatioD which Mr. Bricknell's quotation so fully 
allows : 

"For tho' Absolution bath the promise of forgiveness of sin, 
yet by the express word of the New Testament it hath not this 
promise annexed and tied to thb visible sion, which ib imposition 
OF HANDS. For this visible sign (I mean laying on of hands) b not 
expressly commanded in the New Testament to be used in Absolu- 
tion, as the vifflble signs in Baptism and the Lord's Supper are : and 
therefisre Absolution is no sucb Sacrament as Baptism and the Com* 
munion are." Homily " of Common Prayer and the Sacraments", 
p. 388 of the above-mentioned edition. 

And now. Sir, having shewn clearly that the Church kenelf, as 
well as her greatest lights aad moat celebrated Divines, distinctly 
recommend private confeemoa, so that Mr. Bricltnell's objectitm, 
borrowed from the Tract of which I spoke in my first letter, (Intro- 
duction, p. 5.) that " Bidiops derive whatever authority they possess 
from the Church", is altogether out of place here ; the Bishops and 
Kvines whom / have quoted at^porting and follomng out, not, (like 

[' We hare Bince I»een requested by the gentleman alluded to by out com- 
apondent not to print the letter.— En. U. H.'] 
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thoM of whom the TVact ipeaka) oppotimg, the teaching of the 
Church, I cannot but exprew my hope that Mr. Bricknell irill see 
the propriety, as a matter both of candour and of ^aeermnent, of 
m Biting that manly avowal which alone can satisfy the pnbhc that 
he at least is not engaged in mere eteetumetring attacks, nor deter- 
mined to struggle hopdessly agunst the clear and decisve testimony 
of an^ioritiea which he himself first set the example of bringing for- 
ward. I am. Sir, your obedient servant, 

Epiphams, 1842. ACADEMICUS. 

LETTER IV. 
To the Editor of the Oxford University Herald. 

Sir, — I beg to remind Mr. Bricknell that my call upon him to g^ve 
chapter and verse for his quotationB, waa for the sake of the pubbc as 
well as myself.'' As, however, be is reluctant to give them, I forbear 
to press an unpleasant request.' 

As to the remainder he has now given us of Burnet's worda, there is 
nothing more contained in them than in what he gave before. Burnet 
bimaelf fully admits (as I have already shewn), that oub CHoacn re- 
commends private confesuon ; nor does Mr. Bricknell's attempted ex- 
planation (to which he refers us back) at all weaken the force of 
that admission. After this, even if Burnet's own private opinion leere 
opposed to the practice, on Mr. Bricknell's own shewing it wonld go 
for nothing, being contrary to the admitted teaching of the Church 
herself. Happily, however, for Burnet, it cannot be proved (as I 
have already observed) that even he meant anything more than to 
urge great caution in its use. 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

Jannari, 12, 1842. ACADEMICUS. 

P. S. 1. 1 am sorry the letter to which I alluded in my last has 
been withdrawn. I wiU send you the references I promised, but must 
leave both them and another valuable passage &om Taylor for another 
letter. 

2. The Oxford Chronicle, referring to the passage I gave you from 
Taylor,* in which that Hvine speaks of " your Confessor, who not 

* Mr. BricVnell eipressed hia reidinwe to fumiili me with all the information 

I required, ' if I would favour him witli a public, or even pritmle ipplication 

taidrr my real nami.' I have apt hitherto felt the necessity of trouhling either 

r ihe public with i name of no consequence, hut I have given in my General 

^pt a denaament of the myetery about Mr. Briclcnell'i quotations, which is 

J curious and instructive, 
ey will be found, together with full remuks, in the General Foatacript ; 
ill repay an attentive examioatian. 

,etter II. p. 15. I perceive, however, (hat it ia not to this, but to the pasBBge 
in Letter I. p. 12, that (he Chrmkk refers. How far this m«ada the mat- 
muat leave to the reader to determine. 



,, Google 



ON PRIVATE CONFESSION TO A PRIEST; 19 

only stands between Qod uid yon to pray for yon, but hath the 
power of the keys committed to him, upon your tme repentance 
to absolve you in Christ's name from those sine which yon have ctm- 
fessed to him", accuses me of having " tortured into an approval of 
anricolar confession to a Priest, in order to absolution", "his 
(Taylor's) recommendatioii of confession 'one to another', as St. 
James advises"! If the H-Hsuraace of this charge surprises, your 
readers, what will they think of the next sentence ? " The above 
notices", continues that unhappy journal, "are necessarily brief, but 
th^r accuracy may be relied upon, and can be easily verified" ! ! ! 

An illustration may perhaps throw light on the pecuiiar style of 
the Chroiucle. 

. "Our readers will learn with bdignation that numbers of Conser- 
" vative cab-horses are daily feasted on pickled gahum. Incredible as 
" this may seem, all who know the metropolis will be ready to con- 
" firm the truth of our statement." 

Facts eqnally true with the above, and not less txxAly and con- 
fidently announced, are furnished with a steady weekly supply to the 
deluded votaries of the Oxford Chronicle. Well may they be pitied 
who read nothing else !' 

3. The same paper makes a rather curious charge of partiality 
against yourself; the proof being that yon have published without 
remark such and snch letters in fiivour of Mr, WilliamH, not a word 
being said of the hosts of letters againtt that gentleman under the 
material (not the argumentative) weight of which your columns have 
so long groaned. If the meaning of the Chronicle is, that there is no- 
thinif in Mr. Bricknell's and the other letters on that side, this sorely 
is not your fault. You can but give both sides an equal opportuni^ 
of speaking ; and having done this, if the speeches of the accusers 
are found to be weak and empty, the fault is surely their own, or to 
speak more correctly, that of the cause they have had the misfixtune 
to choose. 

LETTER V. 
lb the E£tor of the Oxford Univeraity Herald. 

Sir, — Driven to extremities, your correspondent, Mr. Bricknell, 
tries a new line, that of summing up a part of the evidence. In despair 

' It U fair, howeyer, to *clDicnrledge, thM th« rtgularily of the Chrmadt ii 
not nearly >o dangeroiu a> the uacrrlaitilg of some of its ooiitemporuiet. A 

Eltmalic peculiuitr cbd escape no one long: we ma; aoiuter occasiotially at 
mote fbati usuid akill and boldneis of the writei, but of course none but 
■trangen can be ntultd by hii alatementa or repreientations. It is not, therefiirt, 
of those who ly ttejaatitaltij, but of those oho occaiionally, indulge in fiction, lo 
that one can be sure neither of their ■tateiuenti nor i^ the tanlrary i^ their (faff 
wnd, that one has a real right lo complain. 
b2 
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of tluikiiig aBythin^ of tbe whole, Jie confines himoelf to what seema 
the more fovonraUe part, rather dismisHiig without ceremony, or not 
feeing at sB, those decisiTe ELathorities which to all open eyee shew at 
(Mice the true meaning of hia own quotations. This, in foot, is the 
•ystem which alone keeps alive Mr. BrickneU'a whole party : all who 
have reaaoned much with persons of Calviniatic or other mntilated 
views, will understand what I mean, and be accustomed to a eimilar 
mode of dealing wilii holy Scriptore. To the same extremity is Mr. 
BrickneQ driren in the vain attempt to oppose or discredit what as weH 
the Bihie as th« Fathers, as wdl the Church Universal aa the Church 
of England, aa weU our own authorized documents as our best 
Divines, all unite in recommending. Instead of attempting to exphun 
aO the paasBgeai to take all the facts into consideration, Mr. Brick* 
aell'a plan i^ to attempt the emanation merely of a few iscdated es- 
trsots, which be fanoiea are on his side ; and for the rest, to throw 
overboard the Divines, and say nofhing ahoia those direct statements 
of the Church herself which he sees he can make nothing of. In the 
true poetic style recommended by Horace, 

"Ome 
." Desperat tracUta nitescere poese, relinquit ;" 

AUow me, however, to remind Mr. Bricknell of the no leas sapient 
hint of another ancient poet : 

" Si latet, m prodest ; afifert deprensa pudoiein." 

In the hope of producing in Mr. BrickneU'a mind a more distinct 
consciousness of his own syHtem of controversy, I have taken the 
lUjerty of caUing attention to the subject, and now proceed to verify 
my statement, by summing up not one but both sides of the question. 

Mr. Bricknell first qnoted certain Divines, who however were not 
in reality opposed to private confession itself, but at most merely to 
ita being enforced or abused. This I pointed out : — a taak indeed 
of no great difficulty, conudering that one of them, Bishop Jewell, 
even while under Mr. Bricknell's own grasp, said distinctly : " As for 
private confegaion, ahuaeg and error* tet apart, vx do not coitdann it, 
but leave it at liberty" ; — another, the celebrated Hooker, proved by his 
Qwnpractice™ that the same was the case with him; — while Burnet, — 
his own favourite and bosom-&iend Burnet, — admitted, on his cross- 
eiaminaldon, not merely for himself, but still more distinctly for the 
Church of England also, that the Churck herself recommended the 
practice. 

Such then being the evidence of the Divines (I will not say oa Mr, 
Bricknell's side, but) whom Mr. Bricknell himself nApana'd, it mi^t 

n the Oeneial Foitecript See 
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seem almost supnUuDOS to call nitneBses at all agafairt a c««e xriuch 
deatroyed itadf. Coiuudeniig, hawevH, tlie ^Uficnlty which »omB 
find in sering even the plainest objects in a direction dtfierent from 
that in which they have been accustomed to look, and in cx^er to do 
something like justice to the merits of the case itself, I adduced in 
&Tour of private confession passages of so decided a description, that 
even Mr. Bricknell has not so much as attempted to ezpli^ tt>an 
otherwise, — taken from Bishop OveniU, frran Bishop Mantagne, fnaa 
Bishop White, from Bishop Taylor (twice), from Bishop Cosin, 
iroia Wheatly, and from Arohbishop Bramhall. 

To all these then what is Mr. Brickoell's refriy } Simply that a 
Bishop speaking against the Church is nothing. Let us see thm 
whether it u agtunst the Church. 

1. The Prayer-book still recommends private confession in two 
separate places. 3. These {rfacea are abundantly supported by th% 
clearer and more express declarati<»is of the First Book of Edward 
VT., which the sune authority whidi enbetitiited the Second for it 
declared to be " agreeable to die word of God and the PrimitiTe 
Chorch". 3. The Homily on Common Prayer and SaciWDenta, »goes 
on the supposition of its being ordinarily practised. 4, His own 
especial favourite Burnet, admits in so many words, diat ' ona 
CBCKCH doe$ recommend voluntary confession. And yet Mr. 
Bricknell, in the teeth of all these &ct8, presumes to charge those 
who do bnt^'ow » the Church's reeommendaium, with "setting up 
their own judgment against the wisdcnn of the Chnrch"! 

Determined, however, to hold ont U> the last, Mr. Bricknell pro- 
daces also a passage from the Homilies, ft ougbt certamly^tff'lje a 
strong passage which could neatrabze the facts dready CAabfiSlKdi 
But what does Mr. Bricknell's paasagfe torn ottto be f • j. 

Porturiunt monlei, nB(*etuf rificnlua mus. 

Mr. Bricknell's passage from the Homilies actually draws itfi own 
condusion in so many words, — merely that no man " paotiko bb 
BOUND to the numbering of his sins" ! Thus is Mr. Bricknell's last 
refrige found to be utterly unserviceable, and incapable of aflbrding 
him any shelter, while on the other )w>d, utodter parage from the 
Homilies (which, as well as those from'Kfaig ^ward's First Book, 
Mr. Bricknell foimd it convenient "to pass ytttb UUMio"' in his «wn- 
ntinff up.) not merely proves- dearly the ftot that private absolution 
Was ordinarily prsctiited, and that as a minor Sanament, with the ap- 
probation of the Church, but idso declares what the outwwd and 
TisTMe sign U tint minor Sacrament was. 

Such then is the balanoe (4 «uthorities. On t}ie one side are 

' ".The tiA liltnim fjtUni" it s lenn applied by' Mr. Briaknell,m hU Mcdnd 
letter, to the crime of not aniweriiig unfooDded accuiatioDs. 
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ranged tbe clear and dedeive declarations of the Church and her beat 
Divines : od tbe other iire alleged certain isolated passages, whose 
anth<va themselves, however, never intended to oppose voluntary, bnt 
only compulsory or abused confession. To make Mr. Bricknell ri^t, 
ve should be obliged, m Mr. Brichtell himself eonfesKx, to throw 
orerboard those hitherto allowed to be the greatest lights of the Re- 
formed Chnrch, — M reality, not them only, but the authorized doca- 
ments of the Church herself also. And this too while even his own 
witnesses oppose nothiiig for which the others contend ! 

As to Mr. Bricknell's objection that aceordiag to Neal, Mr. AdaniB 
maintiuned Confeasion to be necenaty, — had we Mr, Adams's sermon 
itsdf, we should probably find that he was by no means laying down 
a general rule, bat merely speaking of those cases in which it ia ne- 
cessary ; as for instance, that of a troubled conscience, in which ac- 
cording to Taylor (Holy Dying, chap. 5. sect. 3. p. 553. Ed. liood. 
1839.) " all Churches" esteem it so. But whatever may have been 
the cases in winch Mr. Adams thought private confession necessary, 
— bow the stronger opinion of one Divine should weaken the admis- 
«on of another, I mean of Burnet, is a point rather difficult to see. 

Mr. Bricknell however accuses me of 'pasung the Fathers over in 
nlenee'. He forgets that the passages which he, or rather his wit- 
nesses, adduced or referred to, were not merely included in my gene- 
ral remarks, but by his own witneases, if not in so many words,, at 
least virtiudlif, allowed to be opposed, not to voluntary, bnt merely to 
compulsory or abused confesmon. I am glad, however, to find that 
Mr. Bricknell has so proper a sense of the respect due to the Fathers j 
and with the view of keeping up this wholesome feeling, I will endea^ 
vour, before I have done with the subject, to furnish him, together 
' with something more from our own best Divines, with one or two 
extracts from those earlier and more indisputable authorities Ihem- 
selves. 

For the present, I must remain aa before, your obedient servant, 

ACADEMICUS, 
Jamiarf IS. IB4E. 
P. S. Mr. Bricknell, when speaking of another of your corresponds 
ents, expresses his c^iinion, that, if " no anonymoui communicationa" 
were admitted, what he calls that correspondent's " misrepresenta- 
tions", "would never have seen the Ught."° Mr. Bricknell is certainly 
very charitable to his opponents : but tiiat tie addition of a name is 
DO more a security for correct statement than for charity, Mt. Bricli- 
nell's own letters afibrd striking proof. Qne remarkable instance <rf 
this T particularly noticed in my last letter but one. 
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LETTER VI. 

To the Editor of the Oxford Univenity Herald. 
Sib, — Aa Mr. Bricknell Beenu at leDgth more disposed for peace, 
and to be tired _of carrying on controversies with every body about 
nothing, my remarks on his lost letter shall be the shortest possible. 

1. With respect to the temper of Mr. BrickueU's attacks and re- 
joinders, I shaJl merely leave the public to judge for themselves, — 
the more, as one remarkable specimen was particularly noticed in my 
last letter. Of the same character was on injurious inginuatioD at- 
tempted by means of a misapplied quotation from Sophocles (CEd, 
Col. 1052, 3, ed. Oxon. 1832.) in his letter ai Dec. 29. That he 
should now complain of being attacked himsdf is indeed snipriung. 

2. Mr* Bricknell still keeps out of ^ght the fact that the objec- 
tions of the Homily, and of our English IKvinee generally, are levelled 
{as he has repeatedlybeenreminded)only against the con^&i^private 
confesaion : — when voluntary, even Burnet allows that odb cbukch 
Doxa recommend it. 

3. The distinctionT which Mr. Bricknell accuses me of neglecting 
is altogether unreal. For, not to ose any other argomentB, — (1.) 
If it be once granted that not every one who can " quiet his own con- 
sdence," ovyAt to be able so to do, — that a tender consdence, and 
one that mil not easily be quieted, so for from being a mere accident 
or disease, is that very frame of mind to which both Scripture end the 
Church, and every increased view of Kvine holiness, tends increas- 
ingly to bring us ; if this, I say, be granted, and also that the receiv- 
ing of the holy Communion is not in the eye of the Church a mere 
occasional, bnt on habitual act, it will, I think, be sufficiently clear 
that the Prayer-Book exhortation to private confession before the 
Communion is of far more eztenuve application than Mr. Bricknell 
seems to have supposed. — (2.) If life is indeed uncertain, then aur«Jy 
it cannot be wise to leave to a death-bed that confession, at least of 
any greater sins, which then at all events, [if at least we even then 
feel them as we ought,] it is agreed we ought to perform. Bnt if 
this be true, then (by inference at least) the exhortation to private 
confession m the Visitation of the Sick also, is of far more extensive 
application than Mr. Bricknell seems to have aupposed. 

4. The Fathers included in Mr. Bricknell's modern quotations are 
anything but opposed to private confession rightly used. lUe, in- 

r I. e. that of GOnfeHing before oommunieating, tnd on > uck bed, tfoar cm- 
teltnet IrvabUi ai, and the doing it genendl; without lefennce to aoeh nippoKd 
limitatHsu. It u indeed a itrange inteipratBtioa, to make it even a duly to sal- 
culate caieftally the letter, rather than lieel; follow out the ipirit, of a Chuich 
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deed, miglit well be taken for granted, when Mr. Bricknell'fl own 
ftntboritieB, in whom . he quotes them, are qiute of the same 
opinion, as I have already abundantly proved. — Ae to Nectarine, Mr. 
Bricknell has miataken the argument of the Homily, and altogether 
misunderstood the whole business. "WTiBt that patriarch abolished 
was, tiie appointment of a penitentiary Priest to determine which of 
raen'a privately confessed una they ahonld be recommended to con- 
fesE publicly as well aa privately. Private confession, aa it obvi- 
ously eziated then, (and had emitted from the beginning,) eo it hu 
eondnaed to this day, as well in the Eastern as in the Western 
Churches. See on tiiia subject Wheatly on the Common Prayer, 
pp. 428-430, ed. London, 1720 ; and Moiinna De Fcmitentia, ^. 
2, cap. 9, i 5-7, pp. 88, 89. 

Mr. Bricknell will perhaps shelter himself behind the H^tnily, and 
■ay that if he is guilty of historical error, the writer of that discourse 
mnat be so too, for that he (Mr. Bricknell) is at least guiltless of 
•earchinghistory and the Fathers for himself, and merelyquoted them 
at second-hand from one of the Homilies. This, however, will not do. 
No one ever imagined that we were bound to do more than believe 
tk* doetrku ct the HomOiea, (which is all the Articles require of us) ; 
the particular arguments and iaterpretations by which their authors en- 
deavour to support or enforce Uiat doctrine, are mere matter of opinion, . 
to which no one is required to assent ; much less to their errors 
in matter of &ct and history : else might we be expected to believe 
even the ridiculoua &ble of 'Pope Joan', which the Homfly fi>r 
Whitaunday uses as an argument against the Church of Rome I (P. 
513, edition of the Christian Knoiriedge Society.) The writer of tbe 
Homihes is opposed (as I have all al<Mig reminded Mr, Bricknell) to 
nothing but compulsory confeaaion : and he appears to have sap- 
poaed that what NectarioB abcdidied <m» ordinary private confession 
compnlscmly required, and that his abcdishing such confession wu 
a proof that he did not conrider it of Divine institution. This, how- 
ever, is a mere historical erm-, into which Mr. Bricknell ought not 
to have been led blindfold, it being now generally expected (except, 
of coarse, in mere declamations) that men at least verify references, 
and examine &cta for themselves before they m«ke thsm tluir owm, 
and refer with to great a parade, to that which has cott them Mthi»f. 

6. It k worth noting, that ntn Mr. Brichmll is aware that our 
most cckbrttled Divinea have always been of what he falla TVvcttnM 
views. This is sufficiently evident from the latter part of hia fifth 
paragraph. 

6. When Mr. Bricknell talks of confining the controversy to the 
Bible, and proposes iny proving private confession from it, he forgets 
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that (however eitay soch a proof would be), Aay" controverBy" would be 
altogether out of my course. 3fy buBineas has been nmply the proof of 
an historical _^ic(, viz. that, right or wrong, both oar Church and her 
most celebrated Divines, treading in the steps of the primitive Church 
and the ancient Fatbers, have always thought that the Bible itself, if 
not in so many words, at least by fair inference, as in the case of iu&nt 
B^lism, does rec(»nmend private confesBion. To exaoune whether 
they were right or wrong in m doi»g, is altogether beyond nty object, 
■nd would be as needless for thote for whom I haoe written, as it 
WDold unquestionably be improper and out of place for aAy one in 
the columns of a newspapw. 

7. As to private communications, if Mr. BriclcneU wishes to favour 
me in this way, he had better direct them to the care of the Editor. 
I cannot, however, undertake to enter into private correspondance with 
him. My object has been to prevent othert bwa being misled by hia 
confidence, and to expose tbe rattle of an empty and electioneering 
attack. DoXXvp immna olSa Bpiuw t6v ^n$(^, says Bdelycleon, 
(Aristoph. Vesp, 436.) ; and certainly Mr. Bricknell's /ig-leaves 
iqtpear to be of a no leas crackling description. 

8. V/ith respect to the hving " Bishop " wbo (it seems) has called 
that an " abomination of desolation", which the Church and all her 
greatest Divines have so unifonnly recommended, if Mr. BrickneU 
has rightly quoted his vrords, why does he not inform us fiutber, tg 
whom we are indebted for so important an c^inion, and the important 
effect it may naturally be expected to have. 

So much for Mr. Bricknell's letter. I ikow proceed to furnish you 
with tbe long-promised extracts from Walton's Lives, shewing clearly 
the real <qHmonB both of Hooker aai of Sanderson on this subject ;— 

"About (Mie Tday before bis (Hooker's) death, Dr. Saravia. who 
knew tbe very secrets of his soul, (for they were supposed to be 
oiMtfeaBors to each ot^er,) come to him, and, after a conference of the 
benefit, the necesuty, and safety of tbe Church's absolutiou, it was re- 
solved the DocbM* should give him both that and the Sacrament die 
day followiDg. To which end tbe Doctor came, and, after a short 
redrcment and ^v&cy, they two returned to the company ; and then 
tbe Doctor gave him and some of those frieaids which were with him 
the blessed Socrunent of Ute body and bdood of our Jesus, Which 
being performed, the Doctor thought he saw a rev^'end guety and 
joy in his face;" &c. — Page 189, Christian Knowledge Sodet/a 
edition, I^ndon 1840. 

" After hia (Bishop Sandersdn's) taking his bed, and about a day 
before his death, he desired bis Chaplain, Mr. PuUen, to give him 
Absolution, and at his peifonning that Office, he puUed off bis cap. 
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tbat Mr. Pullen mig^t lay hi* hand upon hu bare head. After thi* 
deure of his vas satisfied, hi> body Beemed to be at more ease, and 
his mind more cheerAil ; " &c. — Ibid, p. 363. 

I promised alao another passage from Taylor. After shewing the 
Uttle good that can be done by a Minister without such private con< 
fesmon, he proceeds to give twenty-fimr "arguments and ezhortatioas 
to move the sick num to confession d Bins." As I cannot, however, 
expect you to reprint the whole of these reasons, I shall content my- 
self with observing that he speaks of it as a duty " so useful in all 
cases, so necessary in some, and eaconraged by promises evangelicsl, 
by Scripture precedents, by the example of both Testaments, and 
prescribed by injunclioaB apostolical, and by the Canon of all 
Churches, and the example of all ages, and taught us even by the 
proportions oi duty, and the analogy to the power ministerial, and the 
very necessities of every man" ; (Holy Dying, chap. 5, $ 3. p. 554, ed. 
London, 1839.); — strongly recommending your readers to atudy 
the whole chapter, or rather the whole work, for themselves. 

Collier, in his Ecclesiastical History, has also enuQierated some of 
the principal arguments in favour of private confession, (part 2, 
book 4, pp. 247, 248, ed. London, 1714.)' 

See also Hammond on James V. 14 — 16.' And here again one can- 
not hut remu'k : — if the fruits of Confession, even when delayed to a 
death-bed, are so good and valuable, — how much better must it be, 
to take our spiritual disorders in time, and not leave to the last that 
for which, it may be, no last may be given. 

I now proceed to redeem another promise. In hia letter (^ Jan, 13, 
Mr. Bricknell had taunted me with 'passmg over the Fathers in 
nience'. In my reply to that letter (dated Jan. 18.) I pomted out 
bis mistake ; but being pleased with his implied good feeling towards 
them, I promised to endeavour, before I had done with the subject, 
to fiuTtish lum with one or two extracts. Mr. Bricknell, I sm sony 
to find, appears in the mean time to have gone back ; as in his last 
letter he says ' he shall decline to follow me to tradition and the 
Fathers.' However, I shall keep my word, and hope Uiat he will at 
least so iex change his mind as to read the following passages, which 
have been carefully (and as literally as possible) translated from the 
originals. Should he ever feel disposed to enter further on the study, 
he will doubtless be able to obtain from his friends the reqniwte in- 
formation. 

Yixtlt, then, it must be borne in mind that bQ those powerfid ex- 
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bortatdons to piAlie confeinon and penance* which are found in thar 
writingB, t^l^y a fortiori as a reconunendation of the infinitely easier 
duty of doing the same things in private. 

'nras, then, for example, does TertoUian speak of public etmfeaaitm 
and penance for the greater Crimea : — 

(1 .) " I presume, howerer, that most men either shun this work, 
or put it off from day to day, as a pubbc exposure of themselves ; re- 
garding more their shame than their health ; like those who, having 
contracted disease in the more private parts of the body, avoid 
making their pbysidans acquunted with it, and so perish with their 
bashfuIuesB." — (De Foenitentia, cap. 10.) 

(2.) " If thou drawest back from Confession, consider in thine 
heart that hell which Confession quenches for ^ee ; and first picture 
to thyself the greatness of the punishment, that thou mayest not 
doubt concerning the adoption of the remedy." — (Ibid. cap. 12.) 

(3.) " When, therefore, thou knowest that after that first defence 
of the Baptism given by the Lord, there is yet in Confession a second 
ud against hell, why neglectest thou thy salvation ? Why delayest 
thou to take in hand that which thou knowest will heal thee V — 
(Ibid.) 

And conceming public absolution : — 

" Is it better, being damned to remain hid, than to be absolved in 
public ? {daainatvm latere qiiam palam absolvt ?)" — (Ibid. cap. 1 1 .) 

2. St. Cyprian, in his Liber de Lapsu, praises those who, by con- 
fessing to the Priests their having even entertained the thou^t of 
^ving way in a time of persecution, ' put forth the weight of thdr 

' Penaare, u the term ia commoDlf ■pplied, vhethei it lie of that acveier land 
wMch belonged to the public disdplioe of the uicient Church, or of those hghtei 
descriptioiis now enjoined by Piii^Ca after hearing confeaaioDS, and before giving 
abiolutioD, must be regarded as repentance, (or to use the Latia term ptniltnct 
01 penimcr,) eipresaing itaelf in acU of self condemnatioa, abasement, and caati- 
BBtion ; iiheTeb; the sinner anticipating, at least by some small act of acknow- 
ledgement, tbe rigbleoua judgment of Ood due to hia sba, unilea himaelf to, and 
thereby lays hold by bith upon, the satisfaction made upon the Cross by hii 
Saviour and Head, and so ' accepting the puniabment id his iniquity' (Lev. 
26. 43.), receives from Him, by the baoda of His Prieat, the gratuitoue pardon 
and sbsolutioD of hia sins. And hence it will appear that, howerei desirablo 
heavier penances may be aa a matter of discipline, yet as the heaviest penance 
possible cannot really atone for our sina, or any part of them, so even a 
very light one, b«ng approved by the Priest, may aerve efiectually as an 
oclaiBuiledgtBienl of the nature described. It muat be remembered, however, that 
tbe lighter the penance prescribed by the Priest, the more it ia recommended to 
the penitent to practise self-discipline himself, to wear out thereby the scan and 
st^ns which even his pardoned sins (if mortal) have left, together with whatever 
else remains after 'thetncilnfiwwofbissin' (Pa. 32. 6.) has been forgiven) and to 
remember both the letter and the spirit of that heavenly religion which enjoins us 
bU to deny ouraelves and take, up our cross daily (Luke 9. 23.), to take leave 
of all Chat we can call oui own, (tt fix iavrdnrrroi iriiri rait hvT»v iwifX'^"'! 
oh. 14. S8.), if we wish to he counted among the disciples of Christ. 
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eoBBdauM, Euid sought a Bolntary remedy even tor BinaU and mode- 
rate wQtuidB, knowing that it is written, God it not moeied' ; and 
holding these up as an example to the rest, " Let each," saya he, " I 
entreat you, brethr«), confess his transgreaaion, while yet he who has 
transgressed h in the world, while his ctrnfesaion can be received, 
while the eatiafaction and remission made by the Priests is acceptable 
with the Lord." — (Operum, torn. 1. p. 341, ed. 'Vrirceburgi, 1782.) 

3. Origen, in his second Homily on Leviticos, says, "There is yet 
a seventh remission of sins, . . , when he (the sinner) shrinke not 
from shewing his sin to the Priests of the Lord, and seeking a remedy 
Sic!"— (Tom. 2. p. 191, col. 1, B. C. ed. Bened.) 

In his seventeenth Homily on St, Lule : — " For if we do this, and 
confess our sins not only to God, but to those also who are able to 
heal our wounds and sins, our sins will be blotted out by Him Who 
siuth. Behold, I will blot out as a cloud thine iniquities, and as a 
thick cloud thy rins."— (Tom. 3, p. 953, col, 1. A.) 

4. St. Basil thus answers the two following questions : — 

(1.) "Whether forbidden actions should be declared without 
shame to all, or to some, and who these are ?" 

Answer. "... So also the confession of «ns ought to be made to 
those who are able to heal them." — (Reguhe breviores, qu. 229, 
torn. 2, p. 492. B, C. ed. Bened.) 

(2.) " He who wishes to confess his »us, ought he to confess diem 
to aB and any persons, or to whom ?" 

Abs. "... It is necessary that the uns be confessed to those who 
are eutmsted with the dispensation of the mysteries of God." — (Ibid, 
qu. 288, p. 516. C, D.) 

5. FaolinuB, in hia Life of St. Ambrose written to St. Augustine, 
(J 39.), says of that Saint : — 

" Whensoever any one, in order to receive penance, had confessed 
hia faults to him, be so wept as to compel the other to weep also : 
for he seemed to himself to be prostrate with him who was prostrate. 
And the nature of the ofiences which he (the penitent) confessed, he 
uttered to none but God, with Whom he interceded." — (Galhmdii 
Bibliotheca Veterum Patrmn, torn. 9, p. 29, col. 1. C, D.) 

6. St. Gregory of Nyssa:— 

"Take also the Priest a partaker of thy affliction, as a father. . . . 
Shew him, without bashfulness, the things hidden. Make bare the 
secret parts of thy sool, as shewing to a physician a hidden malady : 
he will take care both of thyhcotourandof thy cure." — (Oe Pceniteotia. 
parag. ult. ; torn. 2, p. 1 76. A, B. ed. Bened.) 

7. Pacian, in hia PoTMutia ad Pteiuteaiiam : — 

" What wih thou do, who deceivest the Priest, &c. . . . I entreat 
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ymi, dierefore, brethren, . . . cease to cover a wounded c 

The Mck. when wise, dread not the physicians. " — (Pag. 7. ed. Faris. 

1538.) 

8. St. Jerome, on Eccl. x. 11. (literaHy. If the serpent bite 
withoat whisper, then is there no advantage to the master of 
tongue) ; — 

" Otherwise : If the serpent the devil have bitten a man in secret, 
and, without any one's knowing it, have infected him with the venom 
of sin, if he who has been smitten hold his peace, and do not the 
deeds of repentance, and will not confess his wound to his brother 
and teacher {magistro), the teacher who has a tongue to heal cannot 
easily do him good. For if the sick man blush to confess his wound 
to the physician, what it knows not of, medicine does not cure." 

On Matt. Tvi. 19 ; 

" According to his office, when he has heard the varieties of the 
uns, he knows who is to be bound, who loosed." 

9. St. Leo the Great, blaming a custom which some had intro- 
duced, of publishing to the congregation the sins for which public 
penance was performed, says : — 

" It is sufficient that the guilt of men's consciences be laid open 
to the Priests alone in secret confession. . . . For that confession 
suffices, which is offered first to God, then to the Priest also, who 
draws near to pray for the sins of the peDiteots." — (Ep. 136, ad 
EpiscopoB Campania &c., cap. 2, p. 719, ed. Paris. 1675.) 

And again: — 

" So Ihat they who had violated the gifts of regeneration, con- 
demning themselves by their own sentence, should come to the re- 
mission of their crimes ; the helps of the Divine goodness being so 
ordered, that the forgiveness of God cannot be obtained [i. e. by 
those who have violated those gifts] bnt through the suppUcations of 
the Priests."— (Ep. 82. (al. 91. or 108.) ad Theodortm, p. 605.) 

TTie above passages will more than suffice, both to redeem my 
promise, and to satisfy every reasonable mind, what the teaching of 
the Fathers, and what the practice of the early Church was, on the 
subject of private confesuon to a Priest. 

I remtun. Sir, your obedient servant. 

March 11, 1842. ACADEMICUS. 

N. B. Some alterations and additirau have been made since last 
week, with the view especially of finishing the tnibjeot at once. 
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Since the above Lettern were written, I have looked out the pas- 
BB^es from Hooker, the references to which, as to all his other quota- 
tions, Mr. Bricknell persisted so remarkahly in concealing ; and find 
diere, in the uxth book, and within a few pages of one another, 
not merely those passages themselves, hut also all hia accompanying 
qnotatdons, that from Burnet, which has already been noticed, alone 
excepted. 

Why Mr. Bricknell should have wished to conceal the sources of 
his quotations is a question I shall not attempt to answer ; what tem- 
porary advantage he has gained, or appeared to gain, by so doing, the 
public win see for themselves. 

The quotations from Hooker were adduced not merely in oppo- 
sition to the real sentiments of that great Divine, — of this the 
most-moderate recollection of his works, even without the decisive 
argument of his own practice, (see Letter 6, p. 25',) would satisfy any 
one — ^but further, in opposition to his own clear statements of his own 
views in the same place of his works frxim which Mr. Bricknell's 
picked fragments were selected. I will give the references which Mr. 
Bricknell withheld, and enable the reader to judge for himself. 

I. His first quotation was; "the Church hath hitherto thought it the 
wiser way to refer men's liiddea sins unto God and themselves only", 
from Book VI. ch. § 15. vol. 3. p. 50. second University (Keble's) 
edition. That this relates only to the question of compelliag or not 
compelling, is clear from the sentence next before, in which he says 
that the Church of England imposes on the people " no such neces- 
sity" " of opening their transgressions unto men, as if remiasion of 
tms otherwise icere impossible," nor regards the thing itself " as 
though it were either unlawful or unprofitable, save only for these 
inconveniences, which the world hath by experience observed in it 
heretofore," i. e. (of course) in eompatsory, not in voluntary, con- 
fession to man. To this it is obvious that the term "experience" 
distinctly refers ; indeed, if anything else hut absolutely necessary 
confession had been spoken of, to what purpose would the preceding 
vrords have been so carefully selected and defined ; " no suck ne- 
cessity as if remission of sins were otherwise iv^ossible." 

II. His next passage, "They are men," &c. will be found in 
full in $ 6. p. 23. It will be the less necessary to dwell upon it, 
because Mr. Bricknell himself will not pretend to say that thit paft- 

' Sm alM Uie MContUnote to tlie Snt LilUr, p. II. 
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Mge opposes anytbing more thanwlukt itself ezpreBaea, viz. "amfnch 
necttaity." I shsU therefore content myself with remarking, that tlie 
word"««a&" relates exchiaively (as the reader will natarallf anticipate) 
to the view taken by the Church of Rome ; snd that though Hooker 
saj^ that the Fathers of the lint three centuries " did not gather by 
our Saviour's words any Buch necessity" for private confession, he 
adds, that public confession (i.e. of the greater offences) they did 
think necessary by way of discipline. 

III. Next comes a memorable passage in Greek ; memorable at least 
for this, — for the torture to which it has been pat in its captor's 
unhappy attempt to introduce it in that ancient garb, in preference 
to a dress of pl^u British manufacture, such as Hooker had given it 
in his text. In consequence of this unfortunate desire on Mr. 
Bricknell'e part, it has endured, not indeed mutilation, but what is 
perhaps scarcely less painful, the incorporation of a very awkward 
excrescence. To speak plainly, Mr. Bricknell, in consequence, I 
shonld suppose, of the want of a stop in his edition of Hooker, has 
taken the title of the homily (or rather portion of homily) &om 
which that Divine had quoted in the margin, for a part of the quota* 
tion itself. 

Hooker's Greek quotation, taken from the margin of p. 46. ($. 13. 
note 22.) was : 

" Chrys. Horn, ntpi junuvbi ml ((o/ioXoy^irmf, iraplt roir Xoyiirpiw 
yrvtirffai ray irFirXrimu\iifuraii ^ t^imirii' a/idprapov ftm> ri SuauFT^puw' 
6 Otis Aparo ftAvor (^fwKoyovfuvov^ 

Mr. Bricknell, whose intention it was not to let his readers know 
rither to whose researches he was indebted for his quotations, or 
whence they were originally derived, of course omitted the words 
" Chrys. Hom.", and wotdd of CDorse have omitted the following 
words, vtp\ iMTopoiat md ^^opiAoy^iTtas, (conceniing repeiUanee and 
oox/MauM,) had he perceived them to be merely the title of the 
homily (or supposed homily, in reality an extract from a homilv,) 
from which the passage itself was drawn. This however I suppose 
the want of a stop after ifoiutKoy^mr in his edition prevented him 
from perceiving ; at least in the only edition besides Keble's to which 
I have referred, I observe that it is so wanting. 

This however is a trifling error if compared with that into which 
he has fallen with respect to the sense of the passage itself; which 
indeed is such as may well be a standing warning both to himself 
and others, of the danger of a careless way of adopting other people's 
quotations. The Greek which Mr. Bricknell has given, reads in 
English as follows : 

"I^ the enquiry of tiie offences be made in the thojightii; let 
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the tribmul be withoiit witoess; let God alone see (thee) cod- 
feaaag." 

Taken by thenuelvet, these wordt certainly do not appear paitica- 
larly hvoarHhle to Auricular CcmfesBion : they shall now be aeen 
in connection with what goes before and after. 

" But doflt thon feel aharoe and bloBb to dedare thy ains ? It 
were most fitting, even if thou bttdat to tell and osher tiiem forth 
before men also, not even so to be ashamed ; for it ia a ehame to 
commit, not to confess sins. Now however tiiere ia no neceesity to 
G0iife« them in the presence of witneseee. Let the enquiry of the 
offences he made in the thoug'hts of him who is conscious ; let the 
tribunal be without witnesa. Let God alone aee thee confessing, 
God who npbntideth not with the ains, bnt pordoneth the sioa 
upon the confession. And dost thou even ao d^y and refaae ? " 

The difierence of the idea conveyed by the let of the picked bit and 
of the whole passage is striking. When taken by itself it looks like 
a recommendation: when read in ita connection, no one can suppose 
that it is any thing more than a concession to those who were not 
in & state, or not prepared, to attempt m(»e. 

IV. His last passage from Hooker, " No, no : these opinions have 
youth in their countenance, antiquity knew them not, it never thought 
. nor dreamed of them", is from the text of Hooker (ibid. p. 47),-md 
relate! only to " that extreme and ngorova necetsily of auricular and 
private con/ettum which is at thia day to mtghtily upheld by the Churek 
of Rome" ! 

So much for Mr. Bricknell's quotations from Hooker. I will 
now take the liberty of introducing to the reader, without Mr. 
Bricknell's help, two more pasaages of Hooker, the first of which 
fdlowB almost immediately, the other at a very short distance, after 
Mr. Bricknell's last dtalion from him : 

1. " In the order which Chriatdan religion hath taught for 
procurement of God's mercy towards sinnera, confeasion ia acknow- 
ledged a principal duty ; yea, in some cases, confession to man, not to 
God only : it is not in the Reformed Churches denied by the leameder 
sort of divinea, but that even this confeaaion, cleared from all errors, 
is both lawful and behoveful for God's people." ( 14. p. 47. 

2. "Bat concerning confession in private, the Cborches of Oennany, 
u well the rest as Lutherans, agree that all mm should at certwn 
times confess their ofiencea to God in the hearing of God'a Ministers, 
titereby to shew how their sina displease them, to receive iostroctioa 
for the warier cairiage of themselves hereafter, to be aomidly resolved, 
if any scruple or snare of conscience do entangle their minds, and, 
which is most material, to the end that men may at God's hands 
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seek every one his own particDlar ptxdtm, throogli the power of 
thoee keys, which the Mimsterof God luing according to our bleated 
Saviour'B instdtation in that case, it ia their part to accept the benefit 
titereof as God's most mercifal ordinance for their good, and without 
any distnut iK* doubt, to embrace joyfully His grace bo given them, 
according to the word of our Lord, Which bath said. Whose tins yo 
renal art remitted. So that grounding upon this assured belief, they 
sre to reet vrith minds encouraged and persuaded coocerning the 
forgiveaeas of all their sins, as out of Christ's own word and power 
by the ministry of the keys." P. 4B. 

I now leave it to the readei to judge how much reason Mr. Brick- 
nell had for the innocent anrprise his third letter expresses at my 
elainmg Hooker altogether at a vMtnets in favour o/pHpate confeaaion. 
(Letter 3, p. 16.) 

V. Hie only passage which remains to be noticed, ia that from 
Jewell, whic^ will also be found in the margin of Hooker, ({ 16. 
(I. fiO. note 29.), aa follows : " As for private confession, abuses 
and errors set apart, we condemn it not, but leave it at Hberty.— 
JewM. Deferw. p. 156." In the editions of 1609 and 1611 (the 
latter of which is dted by Keble) it is given as follows (p. 156) : 
"Abases and errors removed, and eqiedaUy the Priest being learned, 
wc midilce no manner confsaaiMi, be it private or public." 



I haTC mentioned in the Preftice Mr. Wordsworth's very valuable 
Appendix to his late Sermon on Erangelkal Repentance. I will 
now present the reader with a specimen of the imp(»lant documenta 
collected thernn, beginning with the sentiments of dte Engliab 
Mo m mu m liU RefnmerB with regard to Auricular Confession. 

1. For Crmmttei't opinions T shall refer the reader to die above 
tmmtA Appendix itself, p. 71, 72, with tlie note. 

3. 11k»« of Latimer are expressed aa follows : ' " Bnt to speak cf 
ifgbt and true Ctmfeasion, / wnmid to God it mere ktjpt in England; 
fiir it is a good thing. And those which find themselves grievad 
in conscience might go to a learned man, and there fetch of him 
comfort of Ae word of God, and so oome to a quiet consdenc*. 

And mire it grieveth me Ttmch that neh confaatom are not k^ 

in Bnglmd, Sre." — Sermon on the Third Sunday «/?«■ Epiphany, vol, ii. 
' p, 863,' App. p. 69. 
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3. Ridhy writea, — ' " Cmtfastion unto the Mmiter, which is Me to 
instroct, correct, comfort, and ioform the weak, woonded, and igno- 
rant conscience, intked I ever thought itught do mMch good to Chritl'r 
congregation, and so, I nature you, I think even at thi» day." — Letter to 
one Master West, Mmetitne kit chaplains from Foa, See Eeclea. 
Biog., vol. iii. p. 67* App. p. 71. 

The opiniona of the Continental Reformers may be gathered partly 
from the last cited passage of Hooker, but more fully from a note of 
Mr. Wordsworth's, App. pp. 69—71. 

Mr. Wordsworth observes: "It is right that those who are content 
to look no higher than the Reformation, and ao decline all appeal to 
the practice of the primitive Church, should bear in mind what the 
opinion and avowed principle even of the foreign Reformers, — of the 
true and original Protestanla themselvee, was upon this point, how- 
ever little it has been acted out by those who prafeas to be their 
followera." He then proceeds to give Latin extracts from the Con- 
feasions of Faith of the foreign Reformed Chnrches, and from the wri^ 
ten opinions of the foreign Reformers, Calvin himself included. For 
these I shall refer to the note itself, observing only that the extracts 
both from the Augsburg and from the Saxon Confessions declare that 
the rite of private absolution is to be retfuned in ihe Church, 1^ latter 
Confession adding, " and we firmly (conttiaUer) retain it", and the 
second Augsburg Confesuon even saying, that "to take away private 
absolution out of the Church would be impious" ; while the order rf 
the Church of Lunenburg " very strictly {admodmii snwrt) enjoins 
that the Eucharist is not to be communicated to any one who has 
not confessed and been absolved by- private absolution, forbidding 
pastors hereafter to absolve two or three at once." 
: I shall now add, from the same valuable «)llection, a few more 
specimens of the way in which our own later Divines have treated 
the sul^ect. 

. 1. ^. >4nifmcv< ironically observes : '" One we must have t» know 
thoroughly the state of our lands or goods : one we must have en- 
tirely acquainted with the state of onr body : in ow souls it holdeth not ■ 
/ sag no more: it wiri aoon it nin." — Sermon IV. on WlUt»wida»/, 
p. 636, fol. edit.* App. p. 74. 

2. Bp. Moreton. — ' " It is not questioned between us whether it be 
convenient for a man burthened vrith sin to lay open his conscience 
in private unto the minister of God, and to seek at bis hands both 
counsel of instruction, and the comfort of God's pardon." — CathoUe 
Ajqieal, lib. ii. capl 14.' App. p. 76. 

. 3. King James I. — ' "For my part, with Calvin (Inst. lib. iii. c. iv. 
( 12), I commend confesuon, vvea privately to a Churchnusi, and 



^ 'gk 



GENERAL POSTSCRIPT. 35 

/ iBuk with all my heart if were more in cuttom among t» than it is, 
■W a thing of excellent v»e, especially of preparing men to receive the 
Sacrament." — Medit. tipon the LortCa Prayer.' Ibid. 

4. Dr. Crackanthorpe (in Lat.) — '"We have ahrogHted neither 
private confeflBion nor private absolution." — Def.Ecel.Angl.,-^. 605.' 
App. p. 77. 

5. Bp. Montagve. — ' " It ifl confeased that private confession to a 
priest is of veiy ancient practiee in the Church ; of excellent use and 
practice, being discreetly handled. We refuse it to none, if men 
require it, if need be to have it. "We ur^ it and persuade it in 
extremes. We urge it in case of perplexity, for the quieting of 
men disturbed, and their consciences," — Aua. to the late Gagger, 
p. 83.' tbid. 

6. Dr. Domte. — " ' This' is the Sacrament afConfesmon. So we may 
call it in a safe meaning ; that i^ the Mystery of Confession : for 

Confession is a mysterious thing If God had appointed 

His Angels or His Saints to absolve me, as He hath Hi» Ministers, I 
would confess to them Men come not willingly to this mani- 
festation of themselveB None of all the Reformed Churches 

have forbidden confession, though aome practiae it legs than others, 

And this uaejitl and un-mis-interpretable Confession is the 

more recommended to us, in that with which David shuts up his act 
, . . . advereitm le (Ps. xixii. 5. as out of St. Jerom and our former 
translation) The more I find Confession or any religious prac- 
tice repugnant to mine own nature, the further I will go in it." Serm. 
Iviii. vol. i. p. 582, 589.' App. p. 78. 

7. Archbishop Usher. — ' " Be it therefore known . . . that no kind 
of confession, either public or private, ia disallowed by us, that is any 
way requisite for the dve execution of that ancient pemer of the keys 
which Christ bestowed upon His Church." Answer to a Jesuifs 
Challenge. Of Confession, p, 82.' 

"Otherwise neither they," (the ancient Fathers,) "nor we do 
debar men from opening their grievances unto the physicians of 
their souls ; either for their better information in the true state of 
their disease ; or for the quieting of their troubled consciences ; or 
for receiving further direction from them out of God's word, both for 
the recovery of their present sickness, and for the prevention of the 

like danger in the time to come But when it is not taken in 

time, but suffered to fester and wrankle, the cure will not now prove 

to be so easy" (as to be efiected by confession to God only) 

"At soch a time as this, then, when the sinner can find no ease at 
home, what should he do but use the best means he can find abroad ? 
Is there no balm in Gilead'' Is there no physician there ■'' which 
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kimd of medioBal cwifeBuon we well apprwe of, aitd achuneledgt to 
have been ordinarily pretcribed hy the tmcient Fathertfor the ore of 

" But as for notNiouB offences whicli bred open Kandal, privBte 
coiifes9ton was not thought sufficient ; but there waa fuither i^oired 
puhUc acknowledgement of the fault, and the solemn nae cf tkt kef» 
for the recondliatioii of the penitent." Ibid. p. 89 — 92. 

" We acknowledge moat willingly that the priiieipai fart of 
the Priest's mituatry ie exercised in the matter oi forgivttteta of sou." 
Ibid. Of tie Priest's Power, p. 109.' App. p. 79. 

8. Dr. Heylin. — '"For confeauon to be made to the Priest or 
Minister, it is agreeable both to the doctrine and intent of the ChtKreh of 
England, though not so much in practice as it ought to be." Theolog, 
Vetenan, p. 455.' App. p. 81. 

9. Dr, Hammond. — ' " And if it be now dnnanded of roe, whe- 
ther private absohttion be not cwttained under the importance tS 
these pUces ? I answer that this last distdoctiou hath in effect 
answered this qnestion, and defined that in case of private bindag 
it doth come under it, and that that, though w cone sen»e it be left 
ad libitTtm, or Talnntary to the penitent's will or choice, is yet nece»- 
tary to every one whose conscience either is not able to perform and 
^ through the work of inward repentance vrith God alone, or is not 
sble to satisfy itaelf with auch performance without the Minister's 
BSfiistance caUed in," Of the Power of the Keys, oh. n. § 103.' 
Ajp. p. 82. • 

' " There will be little matter of doubt or controversy, but that'j>ri- 
vaie, frequent, spiritual conference betwixt fellow- Christians, but 
especially (and in matters of high concernment and difficulty) l>e- 
twizt the Presbyter and those of his charge, even in time of health; 
and pecuharly that part of it which is spent in the discussion of every 
man's special eins, and infirmities and inclinations, may prove very 
meful and adoatttageous (in order to spiritual directioos, leprot^ and 
comfort) to the making the man of God perfect. And to tell truth, if 
the pride and self-eoueeit of some, the wrelchlesntess of others, the basi- 
fklTiess of a third sort, the nauseating and inatatU satiety of any good in 
(t fourth, the follies of men and artifices of Satan, had not put this practice 
ftate out of fashion among us, there is no doubt but that mokb good 
might be done by mmislers this wat, t&an is now done by any other 
means separated from the use of this ; particularly Ihon by that of 
pubUc preaching, (which yet need not be neglected the more when 
this is used,) which hath now the iate to be cried up, Eutd almost 
•dely to be depended on ; it being the likeUer way, as QuintiHan saith, 
(comparing public and private teaching of youth,) to fill narrow- 
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mouthed bottlcB, (and such art the most <A lu,) by taking them single 
in the hand, and pouiing in irater into ea^, than by setting tiiem all 
together, and throwing never so many buckets of water on them." 
Ibid. sect. 104. p. 449.' App. p. 63. 

10. Herbert Thamdike. — "' J mtat freely glorify God by freely pro- 
fesnitg, thai, in my Jitdgment, na Christian hxgdom or state eatt nudfi' 

taiit itself to be that which it pretendeth more effecttudly, that by giviiuf 
force md effect lo the law of private confession once a year, by such 
means as may seem both requisite and effectual to enforce it. Not 
tiut I do coftdemn that order which tiie Chiirah of England, at the 
Reformation, contented itself viith, (as rendenng the reformatioo. 
thereof no reformation, and leaving men dtstitate of sujfiaait incVM 
for the remission of sin after bttptism,) to leave it to the diacreticai 
and conscience of tluwe who found themaelres burdened with sin, 
to seek help by tbe means oi their pastors, as appeareth both in the 
Communion Service and m the Vi«tation of the Sick ; but because 
I see the Church of England ha.ihfmied of that great piece of r^or- 
mation which it aimed at in this point, to wit, the retrieving of puUic 
penance. This turn you shall find expressed in the beginning oC 
the Comminadon against Sinnen, in these words, 'Brethren,' &c. 
What is the reascm tbat so godly a desire of so eoidemt a refomuUiat 
could not take place, when refarmation in the Church was so generally 
sooght, (besides those common obstructions which all good pretences 
[i. e. iffoposals] will necessarily find in all communities of Chiisr 
tians,) I shall not much labour to persuade him that shall consider 
the twee of Puritanism to have been sowed together with the grain 
of reformation in the Church of England." Epilogue Stc, book iii. 
On theLaws oftheChurch, chap. ix^. p. 104,' App. p. 86. 

1 1 . Bishop Taylor. — ' " When a penitent confesses his sin, the h<dy 
man that ministers to his repentance, and hears his confession, 
must not without great cause lessen the shame of the repenting man : 

he naut directly encovrage the duty, but not add confidence 

Let nothing he offered to lessen the hatred or the greatness of 
the sin, leet a temptation to «n hereafter he sowed in the furrows 
of the present repentance." On Repentance, chap. z. sect. viii. 
§ 103. 

" There are many ead contingencies in the constitution of 
Ecclesiastical affaire, in which every man that needs this help, and 
would faio make use of it, cannot ; hut vihen he can meet with the 
blessing, it were well it were more frequently and more readily enter- 
tained" Ibid. ^ l\0. See the whole section.' App. -p. 89. 

12. Dr. Robert South. — '"So much ot private confession as maybe 
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of Bpiritiul nse for the duburthening of e. troubled conscience .... 
' Bo mncb, I confeaa, the Church of Eng;laiid doee approve, advise, and 
allow of. I say it does advise it, and that fU a sovereign expedient, 
proper in the nature and reason of the tiing." Sermons, vol. iv, 
p. 212." App. p. 90. 

13. Dr. George Hickea. — '"// is most certain that the primitive 
Church never accounted a sinner to bejtuttjied, howbvbh hithblb ak» 
coMTKiTB, till he had obtained Sacerdotal Abtohttum." Two Treatises, 
SfC.' App. p. 91. 

14. Dr. Jeremy Collier . — ' " That Avricular Confession is attended mth 
advantage seems not ill proved by Erasmus. I shall mention a little 
of hia rcBKnuDg upon this subject. In the first place he takes notice, 

that pride is the main principle of revolt and disobedieoce 

The making a discovery of our hves cannot be done without 

some conquest upon pride. The shame of repeating this discipline 
makes a man more guarded in his practice, and is a sort of preserva- 
tive against 4 rdapse. Besides the penitent, by laying tbe state of 
hia conscience before a Priest, is better acquainted with the degrees 
of his guilt, and the danger of his miscarriage. To this he adds, 
when the disease is known, the cure is more practicable, and the 
remedies may be better directed." Eccl. Hist, part ii. book iv. vol. 
V. p. 258, 9.' App. p. 93. 

" And can we imagine that words so plcun ( Whosesoever ains ye 
remit, &c.) in the expression, and so solemn in the occasion, are void 
of weight and signification ? Not to mention the right they imply 
of admitting into the Church, arid eiclnding from it— -not to mention 
this, they mttst amount to this meaning at the lowest, that those who 
neglect this ordinance of God, and [having need] refuse to apply for 
absolution to persons thus authorized, shall not have their sins for- 
given them, though otherwue not unqualified." Ibid. p. 962.' App. 



In conclusion, it may be observed, that in proportion as men 
realise the presence and the holbess of Him to whom their sins are 
already known, and therefore in proportion to the value of their 
confessions to God Himself, in that same proportion will confession 
to man become, in comparison at least, a less fearful thing. But to 
diminish this fear is assuredly to dimiDish one of the chief obstacles 
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to a right estimatioQ, as well of the truth of the argument, as also of 
. the great advantages to be derived from the practice. "Without this 
bias men could hardly escape the refiectioa, that if all must one day 
confess their sins publicly, and that under circomstances so very . 
terrible, it cannot be without its use to begin now, and accustom 
ourselves, in a degree at least, to that which must then be so fidly 
and BO fearfully gone through with. And what kind of friends wiU 
they then be thought, who, by disparaging confeswon and self-denial 
now, lead men to neglect fer present ease the feithful performance of 
duties which, however painful to do, it will ever be a source of com- 
fort to have done. 
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